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Generally, a judge is not disqualified because of bias or prejudice against the attorney of one party. 


Ordinarily, a judge is not disqualified because of bias or prejudice against the attorney of one party! or because of a disagreement 
or strained relationship with such attorney.” Furthermore, no disqualification will arise from bias in favor of the attorney of the 
other party to the cause.” However, it has also been held that a judge's bias or prejudice toward an attorney may be ground for 
disqualification where it is of such character and degree as to adversely affect the litigant so that the judge's impartiality may 


reasonably be questioned in relationship to the parties.” 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


An objective observer would not reasonably question district court's impartiality based on its telephone conversation with 
former Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) who represented government throughout investigation, trial, sentencing, and 
appeal in defendants' case, and thus recusal was not required from proceedings on defendants' motion to vacate; although court 
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commended AUSA for assisting cooperating co-defendant, who had served his prison sentence, in his immigration proceedings, 
including allowing co-defendant to live with AUSA and his wife for over a year, and said it would be happy to have co-defendant 
come before it to thank the court for second chance he had been given, court also said it would step co-defendant back if 
necessary, court did not comment on AUSA's credibility, AUSA contacted the court to ask for job reference, substance of motion 
to vacate was not discussed, and conversation took place after defendants had exhausted their direct appeals. 28 U.S.C.A. §§ 
455(a), 2255. United States v. Nixon, 267 F. Supp. 3d 140 (D.D.C. 2017). 
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